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a work called 'A Rational Refutation of the
Hindu Philosophical Systems/ by my old friend
Nllakafl/^a *5astri Ghore (a convert to Christianity
and a Missionary at Poona), translated from Hindi
into English by Dr. Fitz-Edward Hall, Calcutta,
1862, a learned and honest work, though written
in a decidedly controversial spirit.

Coincidences.   Spinoza's * Substantial

Strange as this VedSnta philosophy must appear
at first sight to most of us, you can hardly have
failed to discover some striking similarities whiqji
it presents with the great systems of European
philosophy. Thus the Brahman, as conceived In
the Upanishads and defined by^ankara, is clearly
the same as Spinoza's 'Substantial Spinoza
defines it as that which is in itself and is con-
ceived by itself (in se est and per se concipitur).
It is according to him infinite, indivisible, one,
free and eternal, just as 6ankara's Brahman is
called in the Upanishads 'unborn, undecaying,
undying, without parts, without action, tranquil,
without fault or taint/ But while w^ith Spinoza